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JOHN LOFTON’S J OURNAL

Ducking questions

Debategate! Ethics! Morality!
Legality! Pilfered papers! Moles!
All fascinating stuff. And yes, let's
be honest, also fun stuff — as
long as those of us in the media
are asking the questions. But,

. when we are asked questions
about these kinds of things, well,

- let’s just say it's neither nearly so

£asc1natmg nor quite-as much fun

On a recent Panorama pro- .
gram, host Maury Povich discussed debategate w1th
columnist Jack Anderson, attorney Melvin Belli and
Daniel Schorr of the Cable News Network. Said
Povich to Anderson: Do you feel you have ever con-
ducted yourself unethically or criminally by receiv-

. ing government documents? Before Anderson can
reply, Schorr interrupts saying: “I wouldn't answer -
that if I were you.” Everybody laughs.

Ducking Povich’s question, Anderson does tell us ~
what he says is exactly the way he feels: “The news
doesn’t belong to the government. The news belongs
o the people.” When Povich persists, asking Ander-
son but what about the government’s documents,
Anderson ignores this pointed query. Later on,
Anderson reiterates his view that “if government
ovms the hews, we're in trouble.” :

Well, now. If I were Mr. Anderson, I'too'would =~ ™
stonewall any questions regarding my own journalis-
tic ethics and morality. In December 1974, after four
dayvs of hearings concerning the unauthorized disclo-
sure and transmittal of classified documents, the
Senate Armed Services Committee issued a report
about what it called leaks to the press of “highly sen-
sitive information” which were “a serious compro-
mise to national security decision-making,” leaks
which were “massive and of a serious consequence.”

In a section titled “Material Facts,” this report
declared: "Information from at least 70 highly sen-
sitive classified documents were disclosed by Jack
Anderson in his newspaper column between Dec. 13,
1971, and February of 1972 The information pub-
lished by Anderson dealt with such sub)ects as: the
Indo-Pakistan war; the mxhtary situation in Cambo-
dia; American B- 52 strikes in Laos; and other secret
matenal revealing “information regardmg Us.
military movements.”

In 1973, both The Washington Post and The Wall
Street Journal reported that an important U.S. intel-
ligence project — Gamma Guppy — was
terminated after some of its details were revealed in
an Anderson column. Gamma Guppy was an
exiremely sensitive operation in which the CIA
monitored the conversations between top Soviet lead-
ers as they drove around in their limousines. The
Post story quoted.one former intelligence official as
saving that what Anderson did was “completely gra-
tuitous — it served no purpose and blew our best
inteliigence source in the Soviet Union”
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®
IS an easy way out
Anderson, of course, vehemently denies almost
everything. He tells me that at “no time™ did he ever

report anything about Gamma Guppy “at least until it
had been reported elsewhere.” He is unable however

_ 1o supply me with any report about this operation

which predates his own revelations. -
Anderson says that following his repon alludmg to

-conversations inside the Kremlin, he was visited by
the head of the CIA, Richard Helms, who said that .
{surprisé!) Gamma Guppy was supposed tobea,
secret. Ahderson says-thathe asked Helms what he
had asked his own source: why is this operation’,
secret since transcripts of the Kremlin conversations
show that the Russians knew we were listening to
them? Still, Anderson says, Helms asked him not to
go-into the detaxls of this operatmn “and therefore I
dld not" P -_u P .,
: In another conversanon wnh Helms Anderson
says he was again asked not to make any further ref-
erence to Gamma Guppy, somethmg Helms had
heard Anderson might be doing in a book. Saying that
Helms “admitted” the Russians knew the CI1A was
tapping their limousine phones, Anderson says he
gave Helms the benefit of the doubt howeverand -
agreed not to mention Gamma Guppy any more. .
Anderson says the only thing Helms asked him notto

_ do was reveal exactly where he had obta.med h15 ', -
information about Gamma Guppy. g

© : Helms, as one may have already anncxpated d.:.s-

' agrees with Anderson’s recollection of these events.

_ In fact, he denies it. In an interview, he says he

- “pever” told Anderson the Russians knew about

Gamma Guppy. Helms says flatly: “I never would’ve
said this.” He says it is his impression that he would
not have attempted to persuade Anderson 1o shut

up about Gamma Guppy if the Soviets already knew
about it. And Helms adds rather emphatically that he
does not believe the Soviets did know their limousine
phones were being tapped.

As'Helms recalls it, the first allusion in the press
‘to Gamma Guppy was by Anderson. And the former
CIA director concludes our conversation with the

: perceptwe observation that “tangling with Jack
Anderson is like tanglmg with a rattlesnake — you
never know where you're going to be attacked next.”

. Well put, Mr. Ambassador, well put. We are fortu-

nate to have had a man such as Richard Helms in the
service of our nation for so long, a man who obvi-
ously knew his craft and a man who obviously
remains more than up to speed on the journalistic
reptiles among us who — in the long run — pose a far
greater danger to the First Amendment than does our
government.
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His Father’s Son

The Senator From Connectlcut

Living Beyond the Legacy

By Elisabeth Bumiller

-HRISTOPHER J. Dodd is

the brash senator from
Connecticut” who  has

\ dated Bianca Jagger, in-
stigated a 4 a.m. doughnut fight,
fought with Sen. Jesse Helms—and
delivered the Democratic rebuttal tv
Ronald Reagan’s Central America
speech; suggesting the president was .
condoning  Salvadoran . security ’
guards ‘who, he said, murder people
“gangland-style—the  vietim - on
bended knee, thumbs wired behind
the back, a bullet through the brain.”
Some in the Connecticut senator’s
own party were angry he’d done it,
saving he’d politicized foreign policy,
hut his speech made the kind of
splash that a voung. ambitious sen-
ator dreams of—not least because
he, like most of them, thinks that
someday he might like to be pres-
ident. Or vice president. Speculation
that he could be a running mate in
1984, however improbable, has al-
realc‘jly started.
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¥ After he called the administration policy a *for-
mula for failure” in his April 27 rebuttal 10 Rea-
gan's Central American speech, he got 450 calls.
4,000 pieces of mail, high praise—and attacks. No
one was lukewarm.
“Demagogic and irresponsible,” said UN. Am-
bassador Jeane J. If\lrkpamc}\ “The most con-
-gested stretch of ignorance and sentimentality

ever dellvered this side of a junior high schoo} fo-

rum.” wrote conservative columnist William ¥.
Bucklev. Sen. Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) said it
was “terrific” and Sen. Lowell Weicker (R-Comn.)
called it “right on target.” but many in Dodds
own part.y felt he had gone too far. “Florid rhet-
oric,” assessed House Majority Leader James
Wright of Texas, who said the speech shouid

never have been given. In 10 minutes on network”

television, many thought Dodd had managed
make himself as controversial as Reagan.

His liberalism and knowledge of Latin America
comes in part from his two vears in the Peace
Corps. He speaks fluent Spanish. and as he said in
his response to Reagan’s speech, "I've lived with
the people in this region . .. they can’t afford to
feed their families when thev're hungry.” But the
liberalism is also from his father. Thomas Dadd.
best known as a militant anticommunist, was a
progressive on social issues.

In a commencement speech several weeks ago
to the Hamden Hall Country Day School near
New Haven, he evokes the names of John F. Ken-
nedy, Martin Luther King Jr.. Selma. Ala., the
Peace Corps. Then he tells the students about
Reagan’s “brilliantly conceived™ question for the

1980 debate: “Are vou better off now than wvou

were four vears ago?” Dodd, dressed in a bright
red graduation gown, standing behind a podmm in
the gym, begm: to get worked up. “Are vou better

off?" he asks, angrily. “Not me, our {amilies, our’

communities, our country. Just vou. It had taken
just 20 short vears for John Kennedy's challenge
10 be turned on its head. The challenge of the

1980s had become: What has your country done,

for vou?" The 18-vear-olds listen politely. but it is
n the faces of the teachers, manv of them the
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he evokes.




